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UNITED STATES GOVEk.NL NT 

Memorandum 


TO 


• J. Walter Yeagley 



• Robert J. Stubbs 


is fsf SlT? </ 


uE ITMENT OF JUSTICE 


DATE: March 6, 1967 


subject: 


The following article appeared in the June 16, 1963 
issue of the New York Times at page 52, column 1. 

"Effort to Kill Castro Reported 

j 

' Miami, June 15, (AP) - An attempt to assassinate Premier 

Fidel Castro last March in Montangas Province in west-central 
Cuba was reported today in a letter from Cuba published by 
the Revolutionary Junta. The letter, from an underground agent, 
' said the assassins killed one of Dr. Castro's guards "but 
/ unfortunately he was un- d". 

(The last word was incompletely reproduced on the film copy) 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

xo ; J. Walter Yeagley 

Assistant Attorney General 
/Internal Security Division 

^from 7: '-"Kevin T. Maroney, Chief 

/ V Appeals and Research Section 


DEI, -AT ME NT OF JUSTICE 



date: March 9, 1967 
KTM: RLE: lcr 


subject: Statute of Limitations re 

Conspiracy to Commit Murder 

in the Jurisdictions of 

Florida and the District of Columbia 


1. District of Columbia: 


There is no separate conspiracy statute contained 
within the criminal offenses set out in the District of 
Columbia Code. Therefore, the applicable statute is the 
Federal Onnspirar-v Statute, 18 U.S.C. 371, and the applicable 
statute of lit^ations^Ts^the Federal Statute of Limitations 
which provides for a period of five year s. 

The Federal Conspiracy Statute requires, of course, 
an overt act. The common law conspiracy did not. It should 
be noted that the D,C. Code contains a general crimes 
statute. 22 D.C.C. Secti o n 10 7^ which provides in part that 
any person "who shall be convicted of any criminal offense 
not covered by the provisions of any section, or of any 
general law of the United States not locally inapplicable 
in the District of Columbia" may be given a prison sentence 
up to five years or fined up to $1,000 or both. There is 
some slight authority that since the common law conspiracy 
differs from the statutory definition of conspiracy in 
18 U.S.C. 371, such a conspiracy, that is, one comprised of an 
agreement alone without any overt acts, could be prosecuted 
under the general crimes section of the D.C. Code. If this 
situation were presented by the facts and the matters under 
consideration, perhaps further research should be done on 
this point. 


There is no immunity provision in the D.C. Code. 
2. Florida: 


A conspiracy to commit murder would be covered by 
Section 833.03 of the Florida Statutes Annotated (FSA) . 

This Section provides a penalty of imprisonment for not more 


Mr. Yeagley 


Mr. Keuch 


A&R 



than seven years for individuals who conspire to commit 
any felony punishable by death or imprisonment for life, 
and both first degree and second degree murder are such 
felonies. (FSA 7S2.04.) 

The applicable period of statute of limitations 
for crimes other than those punishable by death is two 
years. (FSA 932.05.) Though the substantive crime of 
murder is punishable by death, the conspiracy is not, and 
the two year period would be the applicable period to a 
conspiracy to commit murder. This period would apparently 
begin to run as soon as the offense is completed, though 
no Florida case law was found on this point. __/lt is, 
however, the stated opinion of the writers in the field 
of Florida law, see Volume 6, Florida Jurisprudence, 
Conspiracy, Section 5. 

It should be noted that under the Florida statute no 
overt act is necessary for the crime of conspiracy and 
the agreement to commit an unlawful act by itself constitutes 
the crime of conspiracy, see Pine v. United States , 135 F.2d 
353, cert, denied 320 U.S. 740. 

There is an immunity statute in Florida but it covers 
only the crimes of bribery, burglary, larceny, gaming or 
gambling, and the illegal sale of liquor, FSA 932.39. 

There is also a section of the Code which reflects holdings 
of the Supreme Court in this area by providing that the 
testimony of a witness who appears before a United States 
court or grand jury and is directed to give evidence concernin 
matters listed in the federal immunity statute - that is, 
matters "involving any interference with or endangering of, 
or plans or attempts to interfere with or endanger, the 
national security or defense of the United States by treason, 
sabotage, espionage, sedition, or seditious conspiracy" - 
cannot be used against the witness in any subsequent 
criminal proceeding in the Florida courts. FSA 932.291. 


_/0r by the same reasoning.it would seem that if the object 
of the conspiracy was abandoned before the substantive 
crime was committed, the period would begin to run from the 
time of the abandonment of the scheme. 
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c.MM V SIS Si DiSTKiBUTiON 
" " " BRANCH 


DATE: November 26, 1965 



xzvestiya Article on President Kennedy's Assassination 
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The Soviet press marked the second anniversary of President 
Kennedy's assassination in an article by Valentin Zorin in Izvgstiya 
November 20. 

Zorin skeptically reviews the theories on Oswald's motives for 
the assassination and discusses various unexplained "secrets" of the 
case. In passing, he ridicules Congressman Gerald Ford's book 
"Portrait of an Assassin" for describing Oswald's motive as simply 
a desire to impress his wife and erase the epithet of "rabbit" (i.e. 
weak-kneed) he had earned in the Narine Corps, Zorin notes that tne 
White House Secret Service nas been increased to a thousand men, 
which shows how "terror is inherent in the very character of American 
political life." 

Zorin makes the standard Soviet conclusion that the assassination 
has not been frtiy explained. He questions 'whether one man could 
plan the assassination of the President of tne United States and 
carry it out alone, the implication being that powerful unknown 
organizations must have secretly been behind Oswald. 

For the Charge d'affaires ad interim: 

.7 JC 

D. S. Poster 

Counselor for Political Affairs 
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Tfownrabla Hebert T. Xsotiodjf 
flhltad State* Senate 
ttMfclngton, D- C* 


Sear Senator: 


5h!« is in reply to year l atter trtaasgitting, 
latter d&tad Saygafoar "** ,, ' s ^ r 





s-ds, entitled *16 (luesticna on the Ai>5ascinc'tl<4i ,, # Sept. 1264 ls.-.ue. 

I »o ..i.u b-j &*£t,fcfui for your retq-'Uiisa Lo tee foi . oving questions raised, as r 
found no answers in th e idsfUxiT of Tu- ..An. r;- r'i' (: ~- r -’ --, 


1. «Wv ''V&e tho President's route ciiea^ed at the last ainute tot tofu him pert 
Oswald 1 b place of woi*£?" 

"Tno Presiccittt’a routs for bis arive thrcu<ih Dallas we.s wieaiy knotn 
and was printed. in the Dai ins ilomin^ Ne*s cn Her. At the last 

ruinate the Secret terries changed a uoail p^rt of their pilin' so 

the Pro eluent left Kai n Street end turned into Houston & Lias itrectn. 

This aiteruticn took the -resident ^-ust the boo.e depository building 
frort which it i~ a.ieged that Oswald shot tiia. 

£low Oswald is supposed to here kno-n of this chen^e hne never been 
explained, » 

2. * hy was Oswald interrogated nearly 46 hours without alio^ln^ hin to con- 

tact a lawyer ueu. its his repeated requests to do so? ACLU lawyers veru 
i/i Darlas re s uoutinij to sea Oswald and wore not allowed Lo do so. A 
c- .nfosslon or evidence obtained fresa a nan ked 4b hours in custody is 
likely to bo inndi*is sable in a U»£. Court of Law. This interruption 
.^us conducted In a omaner which issue the use of oatorlai socureu <.un'ilLi 

c . . • • • 1 hi w rdi’uu sue question oi tdii#.u iii— £*bX niivx.bAo*v » ■ ufi^ 

Ui- .n„ Xilju- iu JLvdn r-^Cu. 

s. "hy cid the taxi driver's lo/i bock tko* that a men ens-uerin.^ Cswiu's 

descripUjn nau fce-u picksu up at Ut<50 when the .'resident sea shot at 
1„ • hi 7 (cist. Atiy. adu has tkir. eviueuce.) 

v. "Crw.aid'u description v»ss broadcast by the Delia a Police only 11. minute? 
after th -reuitient aas shot. This raises cue of the -out ex .raorainary 

q^uctions ever ..ooed in a aurdor case: >hy was Cawaud'o description in 

connection >.itu the- nsurder of patroliusn Tippett broadcast over ?, 'alias 
police radio at li-ii pu oa Nov. c.: p when Tippett ana not shot .mill 1 ZC ?::? 

I j» lu very /tuck appreciate your re.ly to this letter. Than*, you. 



, Id'cviifl t "D-J Ua ,Tv«s . 

< NaxjV \ 4 -croy ‘L* 

^ »A Vv. - 7 T)V-v f\ . 


PLEASE ADDBSSS ALL MAIL TO 
UNTIED STATES ATTOHNEY 
P. O. BOX 133 


BBT : ij a 


States jiepartnmti of ^JnsiicE 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
Northern District of Texas 
DALLAS, TEXAS 75221 

November 24, 19 65 



AIRMAIL 


Mr. Carl W. Belcher, Chief 
General Crimes Section 
Criminal Division 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Re: One 6.5 mm. Mannlicher-Carcano Military Rifle, 

Model 91-38, Serial N 0 .C 2766 , With Appurtenances, 
and One .38 Special 3 1 W Victory Model Revolver, 
Serial 2Io.V5 10210, With Appurtenances 
Dept. Ref.; jjKV:CW3:pem 129-11 

Dear Mr. Belcher: 

I have received the various material which I had requested Joe Celia 
send me in connection with our preparation for the pre-trial. At the 
joint request of our office and King’s attorney Judge Bstes has re- 
scheduled pre-trial which was set for today for January 3 , i 960 . This 
will allow us to meet further with Mr. Garrett and work out the stipula- 
tions. It will also allow time for both sides to prepare briefs for 
presentation to the Court at the pre-trial. 

I have discussed on the telephone with Joe Celia the various items 
that King's attorney wanted incorporated in the stipulation. We are 
now working on expanding the stipulations to cover some of those matters 
which will be prefaced by a statement that neither side concedes the 
materiality of any particular stipulation. As soon as we complete the 
draft of the new and expanded stipulation I will forward a copy to you 
for your study well in advance cf the date set for pre-trial. 

Very truly yours, 

Melvin M. Diggs 
United States Attorney 


3. H. Timmins, Jr., Assistant 
United States Attorney 




T. 11/18/65 
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Air Mail • Special Delivery 

Hr. Melvin M. Diggs 
United States Attorney 
Dallas, Texas 


Attention: Mr. 3. 3. ?1 auxins, Jr. 

Assistant 3. S. Attorney 

Be: United States v. Cue 6.5 mu 

Hannl loher-Carcano Military Rifle, 

Modal 91-38, Serial 3o. C2766, with 
appurtenances, and One .38 Special 
SS*f Victory Model Revolver, Serial 
Bo. V 510210, with appurtenances 

Dear Mr. Diggs: 

In further reference to the above entitled case the following 
materia l is attached: 


Three (3) copies of Senate Report Bo. 851 
{89th Cong. , 1st. Seas, } 

Three (3} copies of the letter of June IT, 1965 
from the Attorney General to the Vice President, 
United States Senate. 


CC: Records 

Chrono. 

Mr. Celia " 


Three (3) copies a£ the letter fresa the Attorney 
General to the Speaker, House of Representatives. 

(These are oat darted tot House Report Bo. 813 

(89th Cong. , 1st. Seas.) sets out this letter bear- 
ing date of Juno 17, 19^5) ■ 

One (1) copy of a amoraMirri prepared in the Legal 
Division, A&TT. 

C2ce (l) copy of an informal aeaor a n d \an captioned 
"Using Fictitious cr Assured Hanes and prepared 
in this Division. 

Ctoe (1) copy of a aexaaraadtaa dated Boveaber 17 , 1965 ' 

by Charles A. Mays of this Division. 

1 - ’ 

fWFSWID PB« ' 



Three (3) copies of the transcript of the Court's 
Baling in John J. King v. Hicholas de3. Katzenbach, 

Civil Action No. 9168 J District of Colorado. 

A cqpy of the Transcript of Hearing on October 4, 

1965 in King y. Attorney General, supra. 

It will be appreciated if you would return the copy of the 
Transcript af Hearing in the District of Colorado proceeding 
it has served your purpose. 

Pl ea s e also note that at page three (3) of Mr. May's sactasrandua 
of Bovexaher IT, I965, reference is made to U&ited States r. guila^ » 
leo, 66 F. 3upp. 782 , 733. The principle there set f earth no 

application to forfeiture proceedings (Stowell v. United States, 133 
U.i3. 1) . Xa such proceedings the rights of intervening purchasers 
are cut off. Florida Dealers & ( Growers Bank v. United States, 279 
F. 21 673 (C.A. 5); Weathers bee 7, united States", 263 F. 24 324. 

We assure yea have received cor letter of Bcwenfcer 15, 1965 
with the attached copy of the rerereafesa of October 18, 1965 from 
the Director, Federal Bureau, of Investigation, setting forth infor- 
mation respecting the use made by lee Harvey Oswald of the names 
T BHde . 33 , It seems unmistakably clear that Oswald used the nare 
" Hid e II" and variations thereof for the sole purpose of <*w*»ni-jng 
hi* true identity sort defrauding anyone with whan be might in 
contact. Ajparently the name Hidell” was northing but a nmy palled 
out of thin air used not as an adopted by Oswald but to convey 
the impression that erne A.J. Hidell" did, in fact, exist. 

During the course cf an interview on August 15, 1963, Oswald 
informed a special agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation that 
since receiving his rem&ership card in the lew Orleans Chapter of 
the Fair Flay for Cuba Ccsamttee he had spoken with on the 

tel eph o ne on several occasions. He further stated he bai never 
■ per sonally act Hidell. Soarings before the President 'a Corrrlosioa 
on the Assassinati>q of FreaMorit Kenned y, VolTlwtl, 

P* 759* Add to this the facFt&it cnc William Kirk Stuckey, a radio 
br o a dca ster, testified that Oswald insisted during the course of an 
interview that he was net president of the Fair Play for Cuba Com- 
mittee but was the secretary. "... that va* the occasion in 
which he pu l led out his card shoving that he was the secretary, not 
the president, and this other gentleman, Hidell, was the president." 


* 3 - 


Iteariggs, Vol. XI, P« la2. See also Ccraai salon Exhibits 2966 A aal 
2966 B Gfeporfr of the President 1 s Oaaaisaicn , p. 409 which are Pair 
Play far Cuba Handbills cn which Oswald had stamped hits true nft ipp- 
aal the a asm "A, J . Hidell. " Comlsslon Exhibit 819 (p. 697 of the 
Hearings , Vol. XVII) la Oswald *3 membership card in the Fair Play 
Ccraaittee, It purporta to have been issued to him in the boek, 

'**• H. Oswald' 5 and purports to hear the siapature "A. J. Hldell*’ as 
President." Marina Oswald testified that she signed the 
naae, "A. J . Hidell " to this card after Oswald threatened to heat 
hrar if she did not do so. Report, p. 407. Too, Oswald denied to 

Captain Frits that he ever used the nsxae, "A. J. Hidell.* Report, 

p. 636. — szz~* 

®*® above i n stan ce s hardly demonstrate that Oswald adopted the 
n«ae of " H id e ll.’* So oas could successfully question the use of a 
name such as Mark Twain, for exzzgilo. That was his pen name aid a 
nans by which he was generally known in the casainity. On the con- 
trary, Oswald used the none " H i dell 55 only to conceal M» identity, 
witness the forged Selective Service Card and the Certificate of 
Service in the Marine Carps card. If he had, in truth and fact, 
adopted the name TB id e . i l 15 there would be no necessity far Ms forg- 
ing anything. 01 


Mar can the claimant derive any ccmfart fran the statement in 
the Attorney General's letter of JXme 17, 1965 to the Vice President 
asset forth in Senate Report 851 (last sentence of the third para- 
graph) to the effect that the national interest requires 
providing a valid le g a l basis far the permanent retention of the 
ex hi b its. At the time the Attorney General «*»**» this statement, it 
was not known whether a forfeiture action would be instituted and, 
or course, if such an action were begun, whether it would terminate 
successfully . The legislation is vital in the event of failure in 
the forfeiture proceeding. Too, the Coraaittee Reports point our 
that claimants are provided a procedure far recovering just caapen- 
sation by permitting the c l aim a nt his day in court to litigate Ms 
asserted rights. " The legislation allows ary claimant this right to 
the extent that he has an interest in any cap the art icle s. Here, 

King has no such interest. And with further reference to the legis- 
lation, it is of mare than passing interest to note that the claimant 
apparently does not concede the validity of the enactment if his 
statement before the Senate Ju dicia ry Caasittee (Cong. Record, pp. 26302. 
26303) is any i n d ic a tio n of Ms future intentions. 



We understand you will advise us further when you. are 
laf canned as to the specific issues to he determined in this natter 
and whether the elaiaaafc files a ireaaraadrn In support of the points 
he raises. 

Sincerely, 

TEEL D M. 712303, Jr. 

Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal. Division 


2 &: 

CARL W. FT,— 

Chief, General Criiaes Section 


Enclosures 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNS _NT DEP. „.TMENT OF JUSTICE 

Memorandum 


to : Joseph J. Celia 

General Crimes Section 
Criminal Division 



FROM : 


subject: 


Charles A. Mays 
General Crimes Section 
Criminal Division 

Oswald Gun case; 
Abandonment, Estoppel, 
and Laches 


date: November 17, 1965 
CAM:skw 


This memorandum relates to possible arguments in the 
Government libel action to perfect title in the United States 
of the rifle used by Lee Harvey Oswald to assassinate President 
Kennedy and the pistol he used to slay Dallas Police Officer 
Tippfctx. It is possible that the Government may be faced with 
arguments that the delay in instituting libel proceedings con- 
stituted an abandonment of the Government’s right to the fire- 
arms, that the Government should be estopped from asserting 
title thereto because of the delay, and that the Government's 
action is barred by laches. It is to these arguments that this 
memorandum is directed. 

ESTOPPEL AND IACHES 


"Mere acquiescence, laches, lapse of 
time, or nonaction on the part of the 
public or the public agents or officers 
does not ordinarily work an estoppel." 

31 C.J.S. Estoppel §132, p. 686. 

No estoppel arises from mere delay in bringing suit. City and 
County of San Francisco v. United States , 223 F.2d 737 (9th 
Cir. 1955 ), cert, denied 350 U .S. 903. 

The Supreme Court has had numerous occasions in the past 
to consider the application of these doctrines to the United 
States as a party litigant. Following is a chronological treat- 
ment of some of these cases with pertinent quotations: 

United States v. Beebe , 127 U.S. 338, 3hh (1888): 

"The principle that the United States 
are not bound by any statute of limi- 
tations, nor barred by any laches of 
their officers, however gross, in a 
suit brought by them as a sovereign 
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Government to enforce a public right, 
or to assert a public interest, is 
established past all controversy or 
doubt . " 

Utah Power and Light Co. v. United States, 2k3 U.S. 389, U09 
(1917): 


"As a general rule laches or neglect 
of duty on the part of officers of the 
Government is no defense to a suit by 
it to enforce a public right or protect 
a public interest." 

Chesapeake & Del. Canal Co. v. United States, 250 U.S. 123, 125 
(1919) : 


"It is settled beyond controversy that 
the United States when asserting 
'sovereign' or governmental rights 
is not subject to either state statutes 
of limitation or to laches." 

United States v. Summerlin , 310 U.S. iilh, U-6 (19n0): 

"It is well settled that the United 
States is not bound by state statutes of 
limitations or subject to the defense 
of laches in enforcing its rights. ##* 

The same rule applies whether the 
United States brings its suit in its 
own courts or in a state court." 

In addition to the above cases, several circuit courts 
have commented on the problem. American Surety Co. of N.I. v. 
United States, 112 F.2d 903, 906 (lOth Cir. 19 UO): 

"Those defenses /estoppel, ratification 
and laches/ doa* not apply to actions 
brought by the United States in its 
sovereign capacity where they would 
frustrate the purpose of its laws or 
thwart its public policy." 
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United States v. City of Greenville, 118 F.2d 963 , 966 (Uth Cir. 
19U1): 


11 /H7ights of the government are 
not affected by laches of its officers 
and -x-x-x- it is not estopped by their 
conduct from asserting its rights." 

United States v. Sharp , 21 6 F.2d 602, 6O4 (9th Cir. 195U): 

"The conclusion of the court below, that 
by reason of unreasonable delay in 
instituting the action, the government 
was barred from collecting the note 
from the appellee, cannot be sustained. 

The defense of laches does not apply 
where the United States enforces its 
rights . » 


United States v. Costello , 275 F.2d 355, 357 (2d Cir. I960), 
cert, denied 362 U.S. 973 (an action to cancel a naturalisation 
certificate issued 30 years earlier): 

» -x-x-* /ignited States is not bound by 
state statutes of limitations or sub- 
ject to the defense of laches in enforc- 
ing its rights." 

Before finally concluding that estoppel and laches are 
not available in the present libel action, one caveat should be 
noted. In United States v. Fullara-Leo, 66 F.Supp. 782, 788 
(d. Hawaii 19 LU), aff'd 156 F.2d 756, aff'd 331 U.S. 256, the 
court after reciting that it is well settled that the Federal 
Government is not estopped by the mere laches or non-action of 
its officers, went on to hold: 

"But it is likewise well settled that 
where, while the laches in continuing, 
the rights of a bona fide purchaser 
have intervened, equity will protect 
them. 

"This applies to actions brought 
by the Government as well as those 
brought by individuals." 



This, at first blush, appears to cause considerable concern 
about the status of the defense of laches in the present case, 
since the guns in question were purchased during a period of 
delay by the Government in commencing libel proceedings. 
However, Mr. Celia opines that the law of libel is such that 
title vests in the Government immediately upon commission 
of the act causing forfeiture and that such title cannot be 
disturbed even at the instance of an innocent purchaser of 
the forfeited goods. It therefore appears that laches, 
estoppel, and similar defenses would not be available in 
the present case . 


ABANDONMENT 

A related argument that may be made is that the Government 
abandoned its title to the guns prior to institution of the libel 
proceeding. This is equally without merit. 

The Supreme Court, reviewing an alleged abandonment by 
the Federal Government of lands under the ocean within the three 
mile limit off California, held in United States v. California , 

332 U.S. 19, UO (19U7), opinion supplemented 332 U.3. 30h, 
rehearing denied 332 U.S. 787, petition denied 33b U. S. 355: 

"The Government, which holds its 
interests here as elsewhere in trust 
for all the people, is not to be 
deprived of those interests by the 
ordinary court rules designed par- 
ticularly for private disputes 
over individually owned pieces 
of property, and officers who 
have no authority at all to dispose 
of Government property cannot by 
their conduct cause the Government 
to lose its valuable rights by 
their acquiescence, laches, or 
failure to act." 

In Kern Copters, Inc, v. Allied Helicopter Service, Inc. , 

277 F.2d 30b, 313* (9th Cir. I960), it was argued that the 
Government had abandoned a crashed helicopter. The court held: 
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"The Army's failure to seek to recover 
the remains for eighteen months does 
not constitute an abandonment. Congress 
has the power to provide for the disposi- 
tion of property of the United States *-*-*• 
and the power must be exercised by the 
authorized authority and in the 
authorized manner ■*** . Inactivity, or 
neglect, upon the part of Government 
officers is insufficient to cause the 
Government uo lose its property. " 

(Emphasis added) 

It therefore appears that inactivity or delay by Government 
officials in instituting libel proceedings in the present case 
to ripen the title they acquired by forfeiture when the firearms 
law was violated does not constitute an abandonment of such title 
and would not provide a defense in favor of an adverse claimant 
in such libel proceedings. 



November 12, 1965 


Mrs. Marguerite C. Oswald 



Bear Mrs. Oswald: 


In regard to you r telegram of November 12 
fee Attorney General has asked me to Inform you 
that any information you may have should be brought 
to the attention of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
either in your locality or through the main office in 
Washington. 


Sincerely, 


Harold F. Reis 


JFF:cjc 
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Mitchell Rogorin 
Chief Counsel 
Internal Revenue Service 
Department of the Treasury 
Washington, D. C. 

Attention* Mr. Robert B. Ritter 
Director, Alcohol and 
Tobacco Tax Legal Division 

Ret United States v. One 6,5 ms* 
Mannlichar-Carcano Military 
Rifle, Model 91-38, 3erial No. 
C2766, with appurtenances, and 
One .38 Special 3&f Victory 
Model Revolver, Serial No. 

V5I0210, with appurtenances 

Dear Mr. Rogovin: 

Thank you for your letter of November 10, 1965 attaching 
a copy of a memorandum of points and authorities prepared by 
Mr. John F. Me Carren regarding the exceptions filed by the 
claimant in the above entitled action. 

The memorandum contains an excellent discussion of the 
issues raised by the claimant and has been forwarded to the 
United States Attorney at Dallas, Texas. 


Tour cooperation is appreciated. 


CC: 

Records 

Chrono 

Celia 



Sincerely, 

FRED H. VINSON, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 


Sys 

CARL W. BELCHER 
Chief, General Crinss Section 
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CC: 
Records i 
Chrono 
Celia 
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AIR MAIL - SPECIAL DELI7ERY 

Mr. Melvin M. Diggs 
United States Attorney 
Dallas, Texas 


Typed: ll/lQ/65 

NcV8CiOCl _ J 3 


Attention i Mr. 3. H. Timmins, Jr. 

Assistant U. 3. Attorney 

Ret United States v. One 6.5 mm. 
Hannl icher-Carcano Military 
Rifle, Model 91-38, Serial Ho. 
02766, with appurtenances, and 
One .38 Special S<3tf Victory 
Model Revolver, Serial Ho. 
Y51Q210, with appurtenances 


Dear Mr. Diggs t 

Attached ia a copy of the letter of November IX), 1965 
from the Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue Service together 
with a copy of its enclosure. 

It ia our understating that you will advise us of 
counsel's intentions respecting the filing of a memorandum 
in support of the claimant’s exceptions and answer. 

Ve trust the enclosed memorandum will be of assistance. 

Sincerely, 

FRED K. 7INS0N, Jr. ? 

Assistant Attorney General £ 

Criminal Division f 
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By* 

CARL V. BELCHER 
Chief, General Crimes Section 
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POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT 
BUREAU OF OPERATIONS 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20260 


November 10, 1965 


Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20530 

Dear Sir: 


The attached correspondence is referred to your office for 
attention you deem warranted. Mr. Bray has not been advised 
of this referral as his address is not known. 


Sincerely , 


Robert M. Hu se 
Director 

Customer Relsticns Division 
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